April 25, 1989

amendment on. Right? It is the deflowered virgin of the season
so far, | know t hat to be true. |'mgoing to offer the
anendnents to LB 279 so we can see that |anguage without {rying
to put it in anybody's feet. Al right? Ny suggestion is this.
I've got a preference of these two bills and they're the only
ones before us. 1'mgoing to vote for 84 with {higs amendnent.
I'm going to keep an eye out on the Attorney General's word
because | have it fromvery clear sources, fromthe Governor,
hersel f, anmong others, if a cap is allowable, she will support a
cap. | supportacap. | would like to target this stufP. She
has indicated the sane thing. She thinks there is a
constitutional requirement. In the event the Attorney General
cones back, it seems to me that a cap formof the conpromse g

preferable to either 809 or 84, no matter whose hone you find to
put it on. | think we ought to have the | anguage.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR LANDIS: ...see if we can't get it in theJournal today.
I"mgoing to vote for this anendnent which | think is very sound
and I'm going to vote, for this bill and I'mgoing to vote

agai nst LB 809 and |'mgO| ng to reserve _for another day as
actually I think I heard the adninistration say that thrs'was a
question for another day, if +the caps are constitutional, |

think we ought to take a | ook at those caps and try to put them
into the conpronise bill and maybe adjust some gf the numbers
there, either the percentageor the homestead figure and nake
t hat one fly because it is a Sing|e program and mor e easily

admi ni strabl e. But this is a good idea and this is as far as
significant property tax relief has ever gotten the
Legislature in Il years that | have been here and | appreciate

the chance that these four senators have given us ;5 yote for
this idea today.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Moore.

SENATOR NORE: Nr. Speaker and menbers. if you can,;emember
back to Friday norning at about eleven-thirty. Remember what we
were talking about. We were talking about sepator Landis
because at that tinme he had a pending notion to raise the sz—?l es

tax to pay for the second year of LB 84. A variety of the gang

of four got together and said, wait a second, maybe we can take
care of the funding problem |f we make this a one-year pijj|,
you have solved some of the funding problenms. |f you' re oniy

calling it one year instead of a two-year bill,” youre npot
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